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Revercnd Sirs 


Ince I amaltogether a ſtranger to that Honourable Perſon, towhom 
"your Letter 1s dedicated, I would not preſume to write my. Vin« 
dication to his Lordſhip, but thought it more proper for me to ad- 

'- are(5 this to your ſelf. ve 
What I put down in a Poſtſcripe in relation to ow Sermon-at Cheſter, 
kh, I perceive, given you no little diſturbance. I do not wonder at it, 
face f61v on are content or able to bear the juſteſt cenſure that can be 
alt pon them. | vH 
gy. tho' I do not wonder at your diſpleaſure, yet I do very much at 
power to vindicate your (elf in a matter that is not capable of any 

nce, as I ſhall quickly ſhew you. 
lintend shis Letter for a Vindication of my ſelf to the world, as well 
$t9 you, and therefore will take leaye to repeat what you ſaid in that 
Srmo#, and what it was that I animadverted upon in my Poſt/cripe to the 
ol to' the Nubes Teftinm, | Hou 

the ſecond page of your Sermon "gon have theſe wards y If I preſume 

mt to preſent them,[ yours and your Auditours Prayers] witbowt taking along 
the jognt /r:terceſſion of the Mother of God, 1 follow therein the Advice of 
& Auguſtin, which 1 addreſs to you in bis words;, Let us by the tender 
Aplication of our nhole heart, recommend our ſelues to the moſt Bleſſed Vir- 
fins Interceſſion ; let us all, with the greateſt eagerneſs, ſtrive to obtain her 
Prtetien ;, that whilſt with Aſſiduity we pay her our Devotions on Earth, ſhe 
nay intreat for us in Heaven by her earneſt Prayers: for undoubtedly ſhe, who 
ought fort the Price of Redemption, hath the greateſ# Right to intercede for 
thiſe who ave redeemed. 
This was the p:ſſge that 1 reflected upon there, ſince with a very little 
pans I found that rþae Sermon out of which you quoted theſe expreſſions, 
nas not St. Auſtins,and therefore I (aid in that Poſtſcript that could not 
hut educl::de you prilty either of great Ignorance, or of notorious diſmgenuity,whs 
would [crib 19 the venerable St. Auſtin this Notorious Forgery. | 

Thele Expreſſions of my Poſtſcripe I do ſtill own my py =) our 
Vindication, and intend this Letter for a Defence of chem, and a full Con: 
furticn of what you have ſo weakly and fo urwarily offered towards 
the clearing cf your (elf. 

You lnve prefaced z0ur Letter 
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to that Honourable Lord with ſome 
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| (4) 
s ON | 
katd words againſt the Church of Exgland about her Reformation by mew 
Tad IR her want of Szcceſſion, Miſſion, and abour her — 
zmming one third part of the Apoſtles Cree. I am fo very Ueftrous to come 
ro the Centroverfie betwixt us, that. I will only tell you here, that every 
word of what you have ſaid there againſt the Church of England ig yery 
' falſe, and very abluxd.. | 
{ You next make rwo or three Refledtions upon my Anſwer to the Congity 
of the Nubes Teſtinm z E will pals over thele at preſent allo, (nce-I wm 
not at leifare here to.defend-rhat Book, and which is more, I need not 2 
gainſt what y:« have ſaid there, | >. h 
. You next come to the Dividing of my Accuſatioz againſt yon, and telj 
the World, I 2ccufe you firft of Ignorance in ſaying, 3ou folloned the 44. 
viee of Se. -Aruftin; when you recommended your ſelf ro the Aoft Bleffed Vir. 
gins, Interceſſion.” | 
: In Anſwer to which I muſt tell you, Sir, that you abnſe my words indi. 
viding thems-into-the charge of Ignorance about Ulfing the /mrerceſſon of 
the Bleſled Virgin, and Diſngenuiry about quoting the Sermon as St, Aw 
Sins, © Your defign I eaftly forefee, which is to draiv me into a Contro- 
y-abeut Irucration of Saints, that fo-rhe- heavy charge laid apainſt 
co — dropt, or -buried-i»- a multirgde of words about other 
_—_ , = 
be Bar to be plain with you, Sir, now you have drawn me into tk fie! 
Zam refolved not to bediverted with the throwing in of other matter 
adout Invocation, which F have fuffciently anfivered once already in my 
Anſwer to.the Compiler of the Nubes Teftium: I am reſolved to finiſhthis 
diſpute abour the Sermon of St. Anſtin, before I begin any other with 
704 3 When you have either cleared your felf,, or owned your obfinare 
Miſtake, then I ſhall be at your ſervice either in the DE FENCE of ny 
Book, or of my Morher the Apoſtotical Church of England. 
\ You muſt nor be angry therefore if I throw aſide as nothing to the 
prrpoe ofthe preſent Controverſy what you have {et down out of the Nu 
from your tkjrdto your ſixth page, where was glad to find that you 
did recolle& with your ſelf that our diſpute was about thoſe words 4s ta- 
ken our of the thirty fifth Sermon de Sandtis : Which I faid could not be 
St. Anſftins, but yos are now reſolved to defend thatie may. 

Astor my Arguments ; youtell his Lordſhip that I borrow ſome Proofs, 
Confident ciſſertion 7 I ſuppoſe you mean of the Sermons not being 
* Aufſtins } of Alexandre Natalis, and add one of :y own contrivance. 

\ *Since Tam not acquainted with that Honourable Lord, 1 am afraid you 
will not do me the favour to te!l that Lord from me, that what you 


here is yery falſe. ] deligned and drew up that Poſtſcript, 2 L 


” 


(s) 

$intedfn half a day z T had not lookt into Natatis Alexandre of five 
weeks before, and which is more,neither looked for, or ever ſaw oe 
in hi-m about chat, or any other Sermon attribured ro Sr. Aufin 


me 
ry MW that] remember. I muſt ownthar I have been acquainted with Nara!re 
75 MM dlexandre, but it was meerly to fitd our the Nealings of ycur Fiow and 


Learned Author of the Nubes Teſtinm,who as [ have thewn in niy Arfrer, 
ler WM did not only Real his whole Book, ( excepting a (mall paſſage or two ) out 


—_—— 


m WY ofthat French Hiſtorian, but ſtands excommunicated by this preſent Pope 


2- MW for bis pains, 
- Aﬀcer your falſe account whence I had my Proofs, you come next to 

!] W examine chem (ingly. 

d My firſt was that the Title, a Sermon on { not in as you tranſlate the 
ihex 4 } the Feaſt of the Aſſumption does not at all agree to any thing that is 

war Sr, Auſtins time. 

You anſwer that there is 0 conſequence can be drawn- from the Tile, 
fnce the Ticle ( as I ſuppoſe your meaning is) might have been after- 
mrds added. But why, Sir, can there be no conlequence drawn hence; 
ny deſign was not only from there being »o Feaſt of Afumprion then 
(which you grant ) and therefore wv Sermonconld be Preached on thac 
Slemnity, but from there being no belief of ſuch an 4ſwprion then, 
td therefore a Sermoy on that ſnbje#, which this evidently &, cannot 
becither St. 4»/rins, or near his came, fince there was then and long, after 
got only 0 Feaſe, but =o belief of any ſuch thing as the 4ſ# prior of;he 
Rkeſed Virgin. But you endeavour to illuſtrate this thadow, or rathep 

antome of an A»ſmer by an Inſtance. Yow tell his Lordſhip Sr. Auſtins 
wrteenth Sermon de Sanctis « allowed by all to be his genuine work, the Th- 
te whereof, is in the Feaſt of all Saints; yet that the Inſtitution of that Feaſe 
W mach later than that Sermon, which was made for, and preacl/d in the 
Slemnity of a Virgin and Martyr, 

Surely Sir, you thought your putting yowr ame and your ſociery tO your 
Litter would fright the nameleſs Amthor, from daring to give one word 
of Anſwer to that Letter, and therefore that you might take the Liberty 
to ay what you pleaſed int. Without fuch a ſuppotition, I am not able 
b reſcue you from a more odious Charatter, than I am willing'to: men- 
ton: For this is one of the falſeſt paſlages I have met wich in {0 few 
Fords. You (ay St. Auſtins 14th Sermon de Sanftis # allowed by all to be bis 
genie work : This is (give me leave to ſpeak out ) very talle : For the 
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Try of Sermons, borrowed here and-there. Tow tell his _ 
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T_T MW we 


Intdidtines of Paris ( not to mention or Anchors, whom I will not in- ( )47rdix 
fit on to-prove againſt your ALL,) have thrown this Sermon into their 777" 5: 


DD. Auznſt, 


ndix 2S Spurions, and ſhew that it is a meer ( _ made up of , 316. 


Edit, Paria 
1683. 


(6) 
that-the Title of the Sermon, is"inr the Feaſt of all Saints, This, is a; falf 
as the other ; for not onely in the Louvain, but in the Benegitine, as well 
asin Eraſmus's Edition, the Title of this fourteenth Sermon, .is in Feſto Cor. 
verſionis Santi Pauli, a Sermon oz the Feaſt of the Converſion of St, Pawl.1 
mult confeſs Sir,that I was wholly aſtoniſhed ar your aflerting thele things 
with ſo much aſſurance to'a Peer, and toa Peer alſo ofthe Church of Exg. 
lazd, and without any truth: I'lookt again and again at it, and leſt it 
wight be an errour of the Preſs, {gn into the, fourth, .into- the twewy 
fourth, into the chirty fourth, intd the forty firſt; I lookt allo into' tle 
two next Sermons before and after this fourteenth Sermon de Sandiis, but 
no news couldI find of your Title in any one of thoſe Sermons, and therefore 
muſt lay this miſtake to your own charge. | TW: 

You laſtly tell his Lord(hip, that this fourteenth. Sermon was made fo, 
and preach'd in the ſolemnity of a Virgin and Mgrityr ; which is as falſe as 6 
ther of the other, ſince it cettainly was 'made for, and preact't upon. St, 
Pauls Converſion, ; F 

You next tell his: Lordſhip of a far greater -miftake in- this my Objefin, 
much to be wondered at in ſo great a pretender to reading, as if-({ay you ) Feaſh, 
'or day of Affumption tn the Writings of Antients, aid: almoſt ever ſignify any 
thing elſe but the Day of x Saints Death. ; 

But pray,Sir,what is that to this Sermon, if the day of Aſſumption do note- 
'ver ſignify the day of a Saints Derth,why may not this be the exceprion? but 
tc, paſs that 3 you know very well that har cannot be the meaning here, 
Fince this Sermon ſpeaks of Aſſumption of the Bleſſed Virgin; and that it 
was the Churches Cuftom ro believe that the Virgin Marywas on the day of 
that folemmity aſſumed into Heaven, p 

But all chis is but to raiſe a duſt about nothing, for were the Argu- 
ment from the Tile 2s weak as you could delire, yet what follows in my 
Poſtſcript, is more than ſtrong enough to convince all reafonable me 
'that chat Sermormcould not be St. Arſtine. | 

I next urged againſt chis Sermon, that the Benedi&inzs of Paris 19 they 
late Edition of St. Auſtin had caſt. jt into their Appendix as ſpurious, and 
that they told us that in their MS S, it wanted the name of any /inthors bt 
that the Divines of Louvain told us that in ſeveral Manuſcripts, which theyacd 
#n their Edition of St. Auſtin, this Sermon de Santis was intiuicd io Fulber 
rus Carnoten(1s. | 5 

This Argument you were affraid to take together.and therefore with: 
our ſaying a.word tothe Benedittine Manuſcripts, which name 2 duty 
for that Sermon, you think you anlwer ' the Zawvain M SS, apgut i 
aeing intiruled to Fulberts, by {aying St. Amlraſe and Chryſologus's St 
mons heve appeered in. 31 8.S,” undrr other Authors names. Put, 3th 

| : y 


| 
: 
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"what would you prove from hence, becauſe ſucha thing hath happeney 

"t St. Ambroſe, therefore this Sermon muſt be St. Auguſtins, becauſe print- 

*ed among his works, tho! ir bears not his name either in th? M SS. uſed 

'by the Louvain Divines, or by the Perediftines. How is it that we know 

"0ge man's Sermon's from another's, is it not eicher from his ſtyle, or from 

its being attributed to ſuch a perſon by the moſt and beſt Mcnycrip:;? 

one of theſe ways it is that St, :Ambroſe's or any 0rh:r Father's Ser- 

| \#dws zfe vindicated ro their 17*e Authors, But both theſe Arguments are 
| 'direRly againſt this Sermon's being St. Anſtins; the ſtyle 15 aull and heavy, 
hath not any thing /ke or nexr the briskreſs, wit, an] great ſeſe of St. 1z- 
ftinz and further the M SS. uſed by them, give 1t ag:inſt you, they 

either intitle it to ”o Arthor, or to Fulbertus Carnotenſcs: 
' Tho' my Arguments were not very weighty, yet what I nextnrged 1 
thought would fully ſarisfy any ones ſcruples; I mean the {tance of 1/7- 
4res being quoted inir, by which I faid ir was certain that this Sermon muſt 
bh written after his time who lived in the beginning of the Seventh Century. 

* WhatlI fay is certain here you tell his Lordſhip is =nprobab/e. You give 
this as ove reaſon, becauſe the Author of that Sermon (ays no Anthor among 
the Latins coutd be found, who treating of our bleſſed Ladies Death had been 
ive, and expreſs, whereas Gregory of Tours in the Six:h Age hath a 
ul eccount of our bleſſed Ladies Aſſumption, and therefore the An: hor 
this Serrhori miſt have lived before Gregory, and conſequently long be- 
Fulbertus, or 1idore of Sevil. But I do not ſee rbis A it is5no 
erfour to ſuppoſe the A:bor of that Sermon had never ſeen Gregory of 
Tues Book, and therefore mor have that expreſſion concerning no Latin 
Author treating of the' Virgin Marye?” Afſwnption: Or we may very well 
Ke " behad, | be reckons hitftory among thoſe Apocryphal ones 

rhe writ, but yeje#ed by the Charchof God : And I cannor 
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| \ it ſhould be a fault in Ealbertus torejet Gregory of Tornrs S113 
knew of him ) as an Apocryphal Author, and not in St. Bernard, who (0 
iy, long after either doubted or disbelieved ( as yourown in the page be- 
/) the Srory'of the Afſumprion, notwithſtanding the mo? full accounr 

[o Greens when (with the Author of this Sermor) be either did nor 


*"Your, Anſwer about St. 7fdoreis very ſtrange, ſince tho” there were 
i*rer ſo many 1/idores before St. Auſtin, yer can you, or dare you offer 
wihew that @7y of them were Writers ? Bur to drive you from this wez 

big, ve are certain that the 7fdore quoted here is he that lived in the /e- 
yeh Century, If you did look into the Linvain Edition when you wrote 


Ws Letter, you could not have miſt ſceing whar book of bis the page is ta- 
4 from. _ X 
| . a 


(2) 


Bir Tam dfraid, Sir, I have to do with ove, who is reſolved tot 
things by his own wild gueſſes more than by examining things fai 
(5) Wfor,4; pallage in the Sermon ig in 1ſidor's Book de Vita & Motte Sanftorum. (F) 
Var that all your dreams are vaniſhed z anc this one paſſage thoughts 
rH n12- anſwered your whole Lerrer. I ſhall therefore be ſhorter with the reÞ;a4 
"Ire os tell you that your ſleighting the Judgment of the Lowwain Divines, 
the preſent Learned Benediftines at Parts, eſpecially when ingincf 
ſtrengthened by this paſſage from !/idore, and your believing this Sermith # 
be St. Aruſtins, becauſe Thomas Aquinas believed it to be his, diſcoys 
( pardon the expreſſion ) a very unbecoming obſtinacy 3 You cannothy 
have heard how little a Critick Monſreur L auroy hath (hewn Agving 7! 
what forged Authorities he uſed and urged as from S. Cyril of Alexandbia 
whereas there was to ſuch rhings in bis works. This inſtance, which'ye 
wake ule of for your defence, is an evidence as well againſt bm 25 you 
"ever far more excuſable in him than in you, {ince he lived in ſuch ti 
Ignorance, and you  intirpes ſo learned ; I am very confident that hy 
Teen how wuch'is now {aid againſt this Sermon, be would have 
from acting like you, or have been vbſtinatt in the 4 ferce of NC 


forgery. | Ta Mi pins fo GOTO Rn 
. Thave but room left to tell you that the Lowwewn Divinrs af 
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thority with me except where thtir reaſons Y- apparen 


fore ſhould they have afſerted the 18th Sermon de Santts to have bath 
St. Auftins( as ou leyckey do) I ſhould not upon good reafons allenti 
to them 3 but chat what you ſay here is falſe, 1s eyidetir; From) that ave li 
by them before this Sermon, that fome attribute this Sermiynit0 "uilptating © and. 
the Benedittines of Part. oe to from your. wor ds, chats y lay the Lan 
vain Divines leave it as DU OUS: And they for th&r p, 14-10 
* Ayed. .; into the Appendis as Spariexs, and give this: reaſon for 52 Lino then, 
Ton. 5. that it is the work, of ſome ignorant botcher, who hath. patched it up, Mit af 
:P- 321. ſtolen Sentences : So that your quotation for Invocatidn thence ought to: 
{leighted by that honourable Lord as guuch as your orker jn the Serywy belle 
the Court at Cheſter, ws 1 ol 0 4 EET eee » ee en 
Thus, Sir, I have gon you the trouble of a Zerrer 3 if you iniadl 
further Vindication of your ſelf, pray oblige me {o fit 25 to haſted 1 on, 
chat fo 1 may ſtay no longer for ir, you have done for this. Ogeth 
you may oblige me in further, and that is not onely to gore, . but.to 
ihro thoſe Authors you make ule of. 'This-will prevent the. multiplying 
the Controverſy 3 tho” yqu be reſolved to continue 144 any longer agunit 
| Reverend Sir your þ 


in all Chriſtian UM v: T 
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